arXiv:0803.1496v2 [math.SP] 20 Mar 2008

The similarity problem for J-nonnegative Sturm-Liouville
operators
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Abstract

Sufficient conditions for the similarity of the operator A := — (—% + q(aj)) with

r(z)

an indefinite weight r(xz) = (sgn x)|r(x)| are obtained. These conditions are formulated
in terms of Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients. Sufficient conditions for the regularity of
the critical points 0 and oo of J-nonnegative Sturm-Liouville operators are also obtained.
This result is exploited to prove the regularity of 0 for various classes of Sturm-Liouville
operators. This implies the similarity of the considered operators to self-adjoint ones. In
particular, in the case r(z) = sgn z and q € L' (R, (1 + |z|)dx), we prove that A is similar
to a self-adjoint operator if and only if A is J-nonnegative. The latter condition on g is
sharp, i.e., we construct ¢ € Ny<1L'(R, (1 + |z|)7dx) such that A is J-nonnegative with
the singular critical point 0. Hence A is not similar to a self-adjoint operator. For periodic
and infinite-zone potentials, we show that J-positivity is sufficient for the similarity of A
to a self-adjoint operator. In the case ¢ = 0, we prove the regularity of the critical point
0 for a wide class of weights r. This yields new results for ”forward-backward” diffusion
equations.

Keywords: J-self-adjoint operator, Sturm-Liouville operator, Titchmarsh-Weyl m-function,
similarity, spectral function of J-nonnegative operators, critical points
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1 Introduction

Consider the Sturm-Liouville equation

—¢"(x) +q(@)y(x) = Ar(x)y(z), =R, (1.1)
with a real potential ¢ € L .(R) and an indefinite weight » € L (R). We assume that

|r(z)] > 0 a.e. on R and r has only one turning point x = 0, i.e., r(z) = (sgn z)|r(x)|.
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Consider the operator L = m (—% + q(x)) defined on its maximal domain ® in the

Hilbert space L*(R, |r|dz). If L = L* (L > 0), then the operator

()

dz?
associated with (L)) is called J-self-adjoint (resp., J-nonnegative). This means that A is self-
adjoint (nonnegative) with respect to the indefinite inner product [f, g] := (Jf,g) = [ fgrdz,
where the operator J is defined by

(Jf)(@) = (sgn 2)f(2), [ € LR, [r(x)|dw). (1.3)

In this paper, we will always assume that L = L*, i.e.,

the differential expression (1)) is limit point at + 0o and — co. (1.4)

So the operator A is J-self-adjoint. However, it is easy to see that A is non-self-adjoint in
L*(R,|r|dz) (see Subsection 2.1]).

The main problem we are concerned with is the similarity of a J-nonnegative operator (L.2)
to a self-adjoint operator. Recall that two closed operators T7 and T3 in a Hilbert space $ are
called similar if there exist a bounded operator S with the bounded inverse S~! in §) such that
SdOIIl(T1> = dOIIl(TQ) and T2 = STlS_l.

Ordinary and partial differential operators with indefinite weights have intensively been
investigated during the last two decades (see [33], [6], [14], [53], [55], [15], [20], [22], [58], [24],
[36], [10], [18], [19], [52], [41], [61], [43], [38], [7], [42] and references therein).

The similarity of the operator A to a self-adjoint one is essential for the theory of forward-
backward parabolic equations arising in certain physical models and in the theory of random
processes (see [21], [6], [27], [26], [13], [25], [37] and references therein). Theorem of this
paper yields new results for ”forward-backward” diffusion equations (see e.g. [37, Section 5.3]).

Spectral theory of J-nonnegative operators was developed by M.G. Krein and H. Langer
[29, [47] (see Subsection [Z3]). If the resolvent set p(A) of a J-nonnegative operator A is
nonempty, then the spectrum o(.A) of A is real. Moreover, A has a spectral function E4(-) with
properties similar to that of a spectral function of a self-adjoint operator. The main difference is
the occurrence of critical points. Significantly different behavior of the spectral function E4(-)
occurs at a singular critical point in any neighborhood of which E4(+) is unbounded. A critical
point is reqular if it is not singular. It should be stressed that only 0 and oo may be critical
points of J-nonnegative operators. Furthermore, A is similar to a self-adjoint operator if and
only if 0 and oo are not singular (see Proposition 2.3]).

If the operator A has a discrete spectrum, the similarity of A to a self-adjoint operator
is equivalent to the Riesz basis property of eigenvectors. For this case, R. Beals [6] showed
that the eigenfunctions of Sturm-Liouville problems of type (LI]) form a Riesz basis if r(x)
behaves like (sgn z)|z|?, 3 > —1/2, at # = 0. Improved versions of Beals’ condition were
provided in [14], 53| 55, 68|, 22, 52]. In [14] 22], differential operators with nonempty essential
spectrum were considered and the regularity of the critical point oo was proved for a wide
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class of indefinite weight functions. For J-nonnegative operators of the form (L.Z), the result
of B. Curgus and H. Langer [14, Section 3] is formulated in Proposition 2.5 In particular, it
implies the regularity of oo if there exist constants 6 > 0, S > —1, and positive functions
py € CH0,6], p_ € C'[—4,0] such that

r(x) = (sgn x)pi(a:)\x|ﬁi, +x € (0,9). (1.5)

The existence of Sturm-Liouville operators of type (L2) with the singular critical point co
was established by H. Volkmer [58] in 1996. Corresponding examples were constructed later
(see [22) 1], 23, 52, O] and references therein).

It turned out that the question of regularity of 0 is more complicated. Several abstract
similarity criteria may be found in [57], [3], [12], [11], [51], [49], [34], but it is not easy to apply
them to operators of the form (LZ). First results of this type were obtained for the operators
(sgn x)\x|_a%, a > —1, by B. Curgus, B. Najman, and A. Fleige (see [15] for the case aw = 0,
and [24] for arbitrary o« > —1). Their approach was based on the abstract regularity criterion
[12], Theorem 3.2]. Another approach based on the resolvent criterion of similarity (see Theorem
B1]) was used by the authors of the present paper [35], 36, [41], 43| 42] as well as by M.M. Faddeev
and R.G. Shterenberg [I8, [19]. Namely, in [35, [36], the result of [I5] was reproved (see also
[34]). It was shown in [I8] that if r(z) = sgn z, [o(1 4 2°)|g(x)|dz < co and o(A) C R, then
A is similar to a self-adjoint operator. The case when ¢ = 0 and r(z) ~ +|z|**, ay > —1, as
x — oo, was considered in [19, [43]. A complete analysis for the case of a finite-zone potential
was done in [42].

Our main aim is to present a simple and efficient regularity condition for the critical point
0 of operator (L.2]) and then to apply it to various classes of potentials (decaying, periodic,
and quasi-periodic) as well as to the case when r(+) is nontrivial. In particular, we show that
restrictions imposed in [I8, [19] are superfluous (see Remarks 4], [TT]) and give simple proofs
for [24, Theorem 2.7] and [42], Corollary 7.4].

Our method is based on two ideas of [42, 38]. Namely, the resolvent criterion (Theorem B.1))
was used in [42] to reduce the similarity problem to a two weight norm inequality for the Hilbert
transform and to obtain similarity conditions in terms of Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients. In
particular, [42, Theorem 5.9] states that A is similar to a self-adjoint operator if

M) +M_(N)
su < 00, 1.6
NS IYReY TRy (16)
where M4 (M) are the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients associated with ([2)) on Ry (explicit
definitions are given in Section 2.3)).

In this paper we show that a weaker form of (L)) (see Theorem B.3)) remains still sufficient
for similarity, and obtain also its local version using the Krein space approach of [38]. Namely,
if the operator A is J-nonnegative and

M.(N)+M_(N\) —c

sup < 00, 0% :={\eC, : |\ <R}, 1.7
)\EQ% M+()\)—M_()\) R { + | ‘ } ( )




for certain constants R > 0 and ¢ € R, then 0 is not a singular critical point of A. Combining
conditions (7)) and Proposition 25, we obtain all (sufficient) similarity results of this paper.
However the verification of (7)) requires deep analysis of the m-coefficients.

Condition (6] is not necessary [42, Remark 8.1]. Generally, it is violated for operators
considered in Sections [6l and [, thought (L7) can be applied (we do not know whether (7)) is
necessary). Note that the spectral analysis of the finite-zone case [42, Theorem 7.2] was based
on the similarity criterion (Theorem B.I]) and Muckenhoupt weights rather than on condition
(CH). The proof of [42, Theorem 7.2] does not require J-nonnegativity of operators, but it is
quite complicated and it is difficult to extend this proof to the operators considered in Sections
and [7.

It was proved in [38] that a condition slightly weaker than (7)) is necessary for the similarity.
Also, its local version was given (see Theorem B.5]). This result was used to show that the critical
point 0 of operator A may be singular even if ¢ = 0 (a corresponding example was constructed).
On the other hand, it was proved that there exists a continuous potential ¢ € L*(R) such that
the operator (sgn z)(—d?/dz* + q) is J-nonnegative and 0 is its singular critical point. The
second aim of this paper is to present an explicit potential with the above property (see Theorem
£.2).

The paper is organized as follows.

In Section 2, we collect necessary definitions and statements from the spectral theory of
Sturm-Liouville operators and from the spectral theory of J-nonnegative operators in Krein
spaces.

The local regularity condition (L) is obtained in Section Bl

In Section [l we investigate the J-self-adjoint operator A with r(x) = sgn x and ¢ satisfying

/R(1 1) |g(@)|dz < . (1.8)

For such operators, we obtain the following criterion.

Theorem 1.1. Let A be an operator of the form (sgn x)(—d?/dz* + q(z)). If the potential q
satisfies (I.8), then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) A is similar to a self-adjoint operator,
(17) A is J-nonnegative (i.e., L > 0),
(i) the spectrum of A is real.

Under condition (L8)), o(L) N (—o00,0) may be nonempty but is finite. For this case, we
provide a complete spectral analysis of the operator A. Namely, it is shown that oes(A4) = R, A
has no real eigenvalues, and the discrete spectrum og;s.(A) consists of a finite number of nonreal
eigenvalues; we use results of [14] and [42] to describe their algebraic and geometric multiplicities
both in terms of definitizing polynomials and in terms of Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients (see
Proposition [4.0)).

In Section [ it is shown that Theorem [[.T]is sharp in the sense that condition (I.8)) cannot
be weaken to ¢ € L*(R, (1 + |z|)7dx) with v < 1. Actually, we construct a potential gy such
that



(1) qo(z) ~2(1+ |z])~% as |z| — oo,
(ii) the operator A = (sgn x)(—d?/dx® + qo(x)) is J-nonnegative,
(i13) 0 is a singular critical point of A.

Note that if r(x) = (sgn z)|r(z)|, the regularity of the critical point oo of a J-nonnegative
operator of the form (2)) depends only on local behavior of the weight r in a neighborhood of
x = 0 (see [54, Theorem 4.1]). It appears that the latter is not true for the critical point 0. We
show that the regularity of the critical point 0 depends not only on behavior of the weight r at
oo (see [39, Example 1]) but also on local behavior of the potential g. This gives an answer to
a one question posed by B. Curgus (see Subsection [5.2).

In Section [@] condition (7)) is applied to operators with periodic potentials.

Theorem 1.2. Assume that the potential ¢ € Li . (R) is T -periodic, q(x +T) = q(x) a.e.,

T > 0. If the operator L = —d?/dz* + q(x) is nonnegative, then the operator A = (sgn z)L is
similar to a self-adjoint operator.

This theorem can easily be extended to a more general class of Sturm-Liouville operators
with periodic coefficients (see Remark 6.]). Also, a similar result is obtained for the class of
infinite-zone potentials. This class includes smooth periodic potentials. Generally, infinite-zone
potentials are almost-periodic [4§]. For J-nonnegative operators with finite-zone potentials, the
similarity to a self-adjoint operator was obtained in [42, Corollary 7.4]. We present a simple
proof for this result (see Subsection [6.2).

In Section [7 the following theorem is proved.

Theorem 1.3. Let ¢ =0 and r(z) = £p(z)|z|**, v € Ry, where ay > —1 are constants and
the function p is positive a.e. on R. Assume also that

+o0
:l:/ |2]°=/2|p(x) — cx|dx < oo, (1.9)
+1

with certain constants cx > 0. Then:

(sgn z) d? .

(1) 0 is a regular critical point of the operator A = — )] dat

(12) if the weight r also satisfies the assumptions of Proposition[Z3 (i), then the operator A is
similar to a self-adjoint one.

Note that the results of A. Fleige, B. Najman [24, Theorem 2.7] and M.M. Faddeev,
R.G. Shterenberg [19, Theorem 3| are particular cases of Theorem [[.3l Moreover, we give
a short proof of [24], Theorem 2.7].

Some results of the present paper were announced without proofs in brief communications
[41], [44]. Preliminary version of this paper was published as a preprint [40)].

Notation: Throughout the paper Cy, Cs, ... will denote constants that may change from
line to line but will remain independent of the appropriate quantities. Let T be a linear
operator in a Hilbert space $). In what follows, dom(7"), ker(7"), ran(7") are the domain, kernel,
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range of T, respectively; o(T) and p(T) denotes the spectrum and the resolvent set of T
Ry (\) := (T —AI)~", X € p(T), is the resolvent of T'; 0,(T') stands for the set of eigenvalues of
T'; the discrete spectrum ogis.(T') is the set of isolated eigenvalues of finite algebraic multiplicity;
Oess(T') := 0 (T) \ 0aisc(T) is the essential spectrum of 7.

We put C£ :={A € C: +£ImA > 0}, Z, := NU{0}, R} := [0,+00), R_ := (—00,0].
Denote by xs(-) the indicator function of a set S C R, and x4(t) := xr.(t). We write
[ € Li . (R)(€ ACioc(R)) if the function f is Lebesgue integrable (absolutely continuous) on
every bounded interval in R; f(z) < g(x) (z — xo) if both f/g and g/ f are bounded functions
in a certain neighborhood of zy; f(z) =~ g(x) (¢ — xo) means that lim,_,, f(z)/g(z) = 1. We
write f(z) = O(g(x)) (f(z) =o(g(x))) as x — x if f(x) = h(z)g(z) and h(z) is bounded in a
certain neighborhood of zy (resp., lim,_,, h(z) = 0).

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Differential operators.

Consider the differential expressions
1 1
fyl =7 (=" +ay)  and  afy]:=—(=y" +ay), (2.1)

|
assuming that ¢,7 € L{ _(R) and xr(z) > 0 for a.a. * € R. Let © be the maximal linear

loc
manifold in L3(R, |r(z)|dz) on which £[-] and a[-] have a natural meaning:

D= {f € L*)(R, |r(x)|dz) : f,f € ACLc(R), L[f] € L*(R, |r(z)|dz)}. (2.2)
Define the operators L and A by
dom(L) = dom(A) =D, Lf =([f] and Af =alf].

The operators A and L are closed in L*(R, |r(x)|dx). In the sequel, (L4) is supposed, i. e.,
L = L*. Tt is clear that A = JL, where J* = J~! = J is defined by (L3)). Thus, the operator
A is J-self-adjoint. But A is non-self-adjoint since A* = AJ and dom(A*) = JD # dom(A).

It is obvious that the following restrictions of the operators L and A

Lin := L [Qmina Amin = A rgmim
Omin: = {f€D : f(0) = f'(0) =0}, (2.3)

are closed densely defined symmetric operators with equal deficiency indices (2,2). By ©% ..
we denote the domain of the adjoint operator L* . of L,;,. Note that ©;, = © N J®. This

min

implies dom(A};,) = dom(L;,) = D%, and Ay = J Lyin (see e.g. [42]). The extensions Ay
and Lg defined by
AO = A;knin rgo, LO = L;knin f@m

Do: = {f €Dy, ['(+0) = f'(-0) = 0}, (2.4)
are self-adjoint operators and Ay = JLy = LoJ.
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2.2 Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients.

Let ¢(x, \) and s(x, \) denote solutions of the initial-value problems

—y'(@) + ql@yle) =Alr(@)y(z), zeR, (2.5)
c(0,N) = §(0,\) =1; d(0,)) = s(0,\) =0. (2.6)

Since equation (2.0 is limit-point at +oo, there exists a unique holomorphic function m,(-) :
C\ R — C, such that the solution s(z,\) — m,(\)c(x, \) belongs to L*(R., |r(z)|dz) (see
e.g. [56]). Similarly, the limit point case at —oo yields the fact that there exists a unique
holomorphic function m_(+) : C\ R — C such that s(x, \) + m_(X)c(z,\) € L2(R_, |r(z)|dx).
If \ € C\R and fi(-,\) are nontrivial L?(Ry, |r|dz)-solutions of equation (2] (which are
unique up to a multiplicative constant), then

f+(+07>‘) _
TRy "W ECoay MR =0

The functions fi(-, A) and ma(-) are called the Weyl solutions and the Titch-marsh-Weyl
m-coefficients (or Titchmarsh-Weyl functions) for ([2.5) on R, respectively. We put

m(3) = T

My (N) := £tmy(£N); Ya(z, N) = (s(z, £X) — ML(N)e(x, £X))x+(2). (2.8)

It is easily seen that a[tps(z,\)] = Mp(x, ), where al-] is defined by (ZI). By definition
of my, ¥i(-,\) € L*(R,|r(z)|dx) for all A\ € C\ R. The functions My () are said to be
the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients for equation (I1]) on Ry (associated with the Neumann
boundary condition y'(+0) = 0).

It is known (see e.g. [56]) that the functions ¢y and My are connected by

TN forall A e C\R. (2.9)

/R [V (2, N2 |7 () |dw =

This implies that M, and M_ (as well as m, and m_) belong to the class (R), i.e., they are

holomorphic in C\ R, My (\) = My(A), and Im X -Im ML (A) >0 for A\ e CL UC_.

Definition 2.1 ([31]). An R-function M belongs to
(1) the Krein—=Stieltjes class (S) if M is holomorphic on C\ Ry and M(X\) > 0 for A < 0;
(i) the Krein-Stieltjes class (S™1) if M is holomorphic on C\ Ry and M()\) < 0 for A < 0.

If M € (S) then it admits the integral representation (see [31, Sec.5])

400 d 400
M\ =c +/ ST—(S))\ , where ¢ >0, / (14 5)tdr(s) < +oo,
-0 — 0

and 7 : R, — R, is a nondecreasing function. This representation yields that an S-function
M is increasing on (—o00,0), and M (Ag) = 0 for certain Ay < 0 exactly when M = 0. Note also
that M € (S7!) if and only if (—1/M) € (9).

The nonnegativity of the self-adjoint operator L can be described in terms of the m-
coefficients m..



Proposition 2.1. The operator L = |71| <—% + q) is nonnegative if and only if (—1/my —
1/m_) € (S™Y). If, in addition, r(x) = —r(—x) and q(x) = q(—x) for a.a. x € R, then L >0
exactly when my € (S).

Proof. Let LY be the self-adjoint operators (in L*(Ry, |r(z)|dx)) associated with the Dirichlet
boundary value problems

—y'(x) +q(@)y(z) = Ar(z)ly(z),  zeRy  y(+£0) =0. (2.10)

Recall that the functions my := —1/my are the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coeffici-ents associated
with the problems (ZI0). In particular, my € (R) and

c(x, \) £ me(N)s(z,\) € L*(Ry, |r(z)|dz) whenever X € p(LY). (2.11)

If L > 0, then its symmetric restriction Ly, defined by (23] is nonnegative too. Moreover,
the extension Lf ® LP of Ly, corresponding to the Dirichlet boundary condition at 0 is a
Friedrichs extension, i.e., a maximal nonnegative self-adjoint extension of Ly, (see [46] and
[16, Proposition 4]). So Ly, > 0 if and only if L2 > 0 and L? > 0. This implies that both
m.y and m_ are analytic on C\ R, and real on (—o0,0). It follows from (Z.I1]) that

IN<0: i (\) = —m_(\)} = 0,(L) N (—00,0) = o(L) N (—o0,0).

Since L > 0, we see that m. (A)+m_(\) # 0 if A < 0. Moreover, m(A)+m_(\) <0 for A <0

since M4 (—o0) = —oo. Thus, m, +m_ € (S71).
If ¢ and |r| are even, then m_(-) = m,(-). Hence, m, +m_ = 2m,(-) = —2/m, € (S71)
or, equivalently, m, € (5). O

Remark 2.1. In the recent paper [7], the number of negative squares of self-adjoint operators
in Krein spaces were investigated in terms of abstract Weyl functions (cf. [41, Theorem 2]). In
particular, Proposition [21] was proved under additional assumptions (see Proposition 4.4 and

Theorem 4.7 in [7]).

2.3 Spectral functions of J-nonnegative operators.

Let $ be a Hilbert space with a scalar product (-,+)g. Let . and $)_ be closed subspaces of
$ such that § = H, & H_. Denote by P, the orthogonal projections from $ onto H.. Put
J =P, —P_and[,] :==(J-,)s Then the pair £ = (9, [,]) is called a Krein space (see e.g.
[47, [5] for the original definition). The form [-,-] is called an inner product in the Krein space
K and the operator J is called a fundamental symmetry.

Let T be a densely defined operator in §. By T denote the adjoint of 7' with respect to
[-,-]. The operator T is called J-self-adjoint (J-nonnegative) if T = T™¥ (resp., [T'f, f] >0
for f € dom(T)). It is easy to see that TP := JT*7 and T is J-self-adjoint (J-nonnegative)
if and only if JT is self-adjoint (resp., nonnegative).

Let & be the semiring consisting of all bounded intervals with endpoints different from 0
and +o0o and their complements in R := R U oc.
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Theorem 2.2 ([47]). Let T be a J-nonnegative J -self-adjoint operator in §) such that p(T) # .
Then o(T) C R and there exist a mapping A — E(A) from & into the set of bounded linear
operators in §) such that the following properties hold (A, A" € &):

(E1) E(ANA)=EA)EA), EM® =0, ER)=1I, EA)=EA),;

(E2) E(AUA) = E(A)+E(A)  if ANA =;

(E3) the form %[, is positive definite on E(A)$ if A C Ry;

(E4) E(A) is in the double commutant of the resolvent Ry (X\) and o(T | E(A)$) C A;

(E5) if A is bounded, then E(A)$ C dom(T") and T' | E(A)$) is a bounded operator.

According to [47, Proposition 11.4.2], s € {0, 00} is called a critical point of T if, for each
A € & such that s € A, the form [-,] is indefinite on F(A)$ (the latter means that there
exist hy € F(A)$ such that +[hy, hy] > 0). The set of critical points is denoted by (7). If
a & ¢(T), then for arbitrary Ao, \ € R\ ¢(T), Ao < o, Ay > «, the limits limy,, E([Ao, A]) and
limy |, E([A, A1]) exist in the strong operator topology; here in the case a = 00, Ay > a (A | )
means A\; > —o0 (A | —o0). If a € ¢(T") and the above limits do still exist, then « is called
reqular critical point of T, otherwise « is called singular.

The following proposition is well known (cf. [47, Sec.6]).

Proposition 2.3. Let T be a J-nonnegative and J-self-adjoint operator in the Hilbert space
9. Assume that p(T) # 0 and ker T = ker T? (i.e., 0 is either a semisimple eigenvalue or a
regular point of T). Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) T is similar to a self-adjoint operator,

(i1) 0 and oo are not singular critical points of T

Proposition 2.4 ([14], see also [38]). If the (J-self-adjoint) operator A defined by (I.2) is
J-nonnegative, then its spectrum o(A) is real.

So any J-nonnegative operator of type ([L2)) has a spectral function E4(-). Note that oo is
always a critical point of A, and 0 may be its critical point.

Proposition 2.5 ([14]). Assume that the (J-self-adjoint) operator A defined by (L2) is J-

nonnegative.
(i) Assume that there exist intervals I = (0,0], Z; =[—0,0), § >0, and constants s+ > 0,
/
sy # 1, such that r(x) € AC\(Z; UZy), <T(Ts(ﬁ)> € L>(ZF), and there exist (finite)

r(z)

r(s+x)

lemits lim,_, 4o # s1. Then oo is a reqular critical point of A.

(17) If L > ¢ > 0 and the assumptions of statement (i) are satisfied, then A is similar to a
self-adjoint operator.

Proposition [Z5 and the slightly stronger condition (L3 follows directly from [14, Theorem
3.6 (i)], [14, Lemma 3.5 (iii)], and the remarks in the last two paragraphs of [14, Subsection
3.2].



3 Sufficient conditions for regularity of critical points

Let A, L, J, and A, be the operators defined in Subsection 2.1l and M., M_ the Titchmarsh-
Weyl m-coefficients for (II]) (see Subsection 2.2)).

3.1 Our approach to the similarity problem is based on the resolvent similarity criterion
obtained in [51) 49] (a resolvent similarity criterion, somewhat different from the one given
below, was obtained in [I1]).

Theorem 3.1 ([51,149]). A closed operator T in a Hilbert space $ is similar to a self-adjoint
operator if and only if o(T) C R and the inequalities

sup e Jo IRe(n+ie) fIIP dn < Ky || fII°,  f €9, (3.1)
sup e Jo IR (n+ie) fIIP dn < K. | I, f €9, (3.2)

hold with constants Ky and K, independent of f.

Remark 3.1. If 7 = J* = J ' and T is a J -self-adjoint operator, then T* = JTJ. So (33)
is equivalent to (31) since in this case ||Rp+(N) f]| = |Re(N) f]| for all f € $H, Xe p(T).

3.2 For constants b, ¢ € R, consider the operator A; . := A}, [ dom(A.),
dom(Apc) = {f € dom(Ay;,) = f(+0) = f(=0) = ¢f'(=0),
f'(+0) = bf'(=0), }. (3.3)

The operator A defined by (L.2)) coincides with A4; . Note also that the formal differential
expression %(—% + q(x) + ¢d'(x)), where § is the Dirac function, may be associated with the
operator A; . (see e.g. [4, 43]).

Proposition 3.2. (i) Ay = A}, if and only if b= —1 and c € R.
(i1)  o(Ap) \R={A€CLUC_: M_(\) —bM (\) —c=0}.
(¢ii) If N€R and X\ € p(Ap.), then for all f € L*(R,|r|dz),

F_(f,N) = Fo(f, N
M) L0 —e (A He-(A), (34)

(Ape =N f = (Ao =N +

where Fy(f,\) fR )Yy (z, N)|r(x)|de.

Proof. (i) can be obtained by direct calculation. On the other hand, it follows from the proof
of [42, Proposition 5.8]. Indeed, for the operator A, the matrix B defined by [42, formula

(5.24)] equals _01 b
similar to that of [42], Proposition 4.4] (see also [38, Lemma 4.1]). O

, and Ay = Aj  exactly when B = B*. The proofs of (ii)-(iii) are

10



Theorem 3.3. If there exists a constant ¢ € R such that the function

ML (V) + M_(N) — ¢
M (N — M_(V)]

(3.5)

is bounded on C,, then the operator A is similar to a self-adjoint one.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of [42, Theorem 5.9]. We present a sketch.

Let ¢ € R. Note that Ay = Aj (see (24)) and A, = A", .. Hence inequality (5.
holds for the resolvents of both the operators Ay and A_;.. Therefore (3.4)) implies that for
f e LAR,|r|dx)

dp < Ci| fII*. (3.6)
L2(|r|dz)

sup &?
e>0

H Fo(f, pn+ie) Ye(z, p + ie)
_ M, (pp+ie)+ M_(p+ie) —c

The same arguments and Remark [3.Tlshow that the operator A = A, is similar to a self-adjoint
one exactly when

oo N FL(f, p i) (z, g+ i) ||?
s = [ \ Pl E)eln et ) dn < Gl fI1 (3.7)
>0 Jyu=——oo +(ptie) = M_(p+ ig) L2(|r|dz)
Combining (3.6) with the assumption of the theorem, we get (3.7)). O

Theorem is valid for J-self-adjoint (not necessary J-nonnegative) operators of the form
(T2). If ¢ = 0, this result coincides with [42] Theorem 5.9)].

Theorem 3.4. Assume that the operator A is J-nonnegative. If ratio (31) is bounded on the
set Q% = {\ € C, : |A\| < R} (on the set Q¥ := {\ € C, : |\ > R}) for certain constants
R >0 and c € R, then the point O (resp., the point 00) is not a singular critical point of A.

Proof. By Proposition 2.4 and Theorem 2.2, A has a spectral function E4(A). Therefore
Pr = EA([—R/2,R/2]) is a bounded J-orthogonal projection. Using properties (E1),(E2),
and (E4) of E4(A), we obtain the decomposition

A= A" A%, A= A1 9y, A®:=A]9H., LR, |rldr) = Ho+Heo,
where o :=ran(Pg) and . :=ran(l — Pr). Moreover,
o(A%) C [-R/2, R/2], o(A®) C (=00, —R/2]U[R/2,+0).

Obviously, AY is J-self-adjoint J-nonnegative operator. Note that A° has the singular critical
point 0 if and only if so does A.

Let us prove that the resolvent of A° satisfies (B.I)) if the function (3.H) is bounded on QY.
Indeed, using the last assumption, formula ([B.4]), and arguing as in proof of Theorem B3] we
obtain

6/1 1(A” = (u+ie)) /] du—ﬁ/ I(A = (u+ i)~ fIPdp < CLILFII, (3.8)

11



where Z_ := [-VR? — 2,/ R? — 2] ife < R, and Z. = () if ¢ > R. Further, (E5) yields that A°
is bounded. From this and o(A°) C [-R/2, R/2], one gets [[(A° — A\)7Y| < Co) A7t for |A| > R.
Hence,

. / 1(A° = (u + i) 12w < Coll I / elut e du < Conll 2. (3.9)
R\Z. R\Z.

Combining (B.8) and (3.9) with Remark 3T}, we see that A is similar to a self-adjoint operator.
Thus 0 is not a singular critical point of A°. The proof for the case of the critical point oo is
similar. O

3.3 In Section B we will use the following necessary condition for regularity.
Theorem 3.5 ([39,38]). Assume that the operator A is J-non-negative.
(i) If 0 is not a singular critical point of A and ker A = ker A%, then

Im(M, (\) + M_(}))
sean | My () — M_(N)

=Cr<o00, R>0. (3.10)

(i1) If oo is not a singular critical point of A, then the function in (310) is bounded on Q%
for all R > 0.

Remark 3.2. If Re(Mi(\) + M_(\) —c = O(Im(My(\) —M_(X\))) as A — 0, A € C,
the necessary conditions of Theorem [3.0 imply the sufficient conditions of Theorem[3.4 The
results of the following sections show that this is the case for several classes of coefficients.

4 Operators with decaying potentials and regular criti-
cal point 0

In this section, we consider the operator

A = (sgn x) <—% + q(x)) ; dom(A4) =9, (4.1)

with the potential ¢ € L'(R) having a finite first moment. That is we consider the case when
r(z) = sgn x and ¢ satisfies ().

4.1 The asymptotic behavior of the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficient.
Since |r| = 1, equation (23] becomes

—y"'(x) + q(@)y(z) = My(z), zeR (4.2)

Note that condition (L&) implies that (£2) is limit point at both +00 and —oo. Let ¢(-, \),
s(+, A), and m4(-) be the solutions and the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients of (4.2]) defined as
in Subsection Denote by v/z, z € C\ Ry, the branch of the multifunction z'/2 with cut
along the positive semi-axis R singled out by /—1 = 1.

12



Lemma 4.1. Let
/ (14 |2])|qg(z)|dz < oo. (4.3)
Ry

Let s(-,0) be the solution of ({{.3) with A = 0.

(2) If s(-,0) is unbounded on R, , then for certain constants a, > 0 and b, € R,

a+

1+0(1), A—0, AeC\R. (4.4)

(17) If s(+,0) is bounded on Ry, then for a certain constant ky > 0,
my(A) =ik VA [1+0(1)],  A—0, AeC\R. (4.5)

Proof. First note that it suffices to prove ([@4) and (@3] for A € C, since m, is an R-function
and hence m, (\) = m, (N).

(i) In the case ¢ € L*(R,), the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficient admits another representation
(see [50, Chapter V, §3]), which is distinct from (2.7)). Namely,

my (V) = % reC,, (4.6)
= L L o xeiﬁzsx T

a()) = 2¢X+2ﬁ/o q(x) (z, A)dz,

) = %UZW /0 o(2)e V™ c(z, N)da, (A7)

where the functions a, b are analytic in C,.

In order to estimate ¢(z, ) and s(x, \), we use transformation operators preserving initial
conditions at the point x = 0. Indeed, it follows from [50] formulas (1.2.9)-(1.2.11)] (see also
[48]) that ¢(x, \) and s(xz, A) admit the following representations

ez, \) = cosazVA+ /r K(x,t) cos tvV/\d, (4.8)

s(x,)\) _ sma:\/x_i_/ K(I7t>81nt\/x

VA VA

where the kernel K(x,t) satisfies the estimates (see [50, formulas (1.2.20), (1.2.21)] and also
[43])

dt, (4.9)

1 t xT xTr—
e, < gu (50 en T, o< <o (4.10)

wfo)i= [ty wio)i= [ unliy (4.11)
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Under assumption (L8], one can simplify (AI0) as follows

1 ~ x4+t z +OO
K (e, )] < guo (x;t) D () = / / lg(t)|dtdy (1.12)
0 Jy

since inequality (L) implies w;(4+00) = Cy < oo. Hence (L), [@EI2), and (EII) implies
|K(z,t)| < C; < oo for all 0 < |t| < x. Combining this fact with (4.8) and ([4.9), one obtains

le(z, V)| < (1+ Cra)e ™AL 1V sz, 0] < (1 + Cr)erl™ VAL (4.13)

forallz € R, and A € C,UR. We also need the following inequality (see [50, formulas (3.1.28’),
(3.1.23)])

|s(z, \)| < zetlm VAeBi@) < C'Qxez“m\/)‘_h Cy = e, (4.14)

which holds for all z € Ry, A € C; UR, and is better than (£I3)) as A — 0.
Further, we put

a\) =1+ / +ooq(t)eiﬁts(t, Adt, b\ = / +mq(t)eiﬁtc(t, A)dt, (4.15)

a = a(0) =1+ / s 0yt by = B(0) = / et 0 (416)

By (L8), (A13), and ([@I4), the integrals in (£I5]) and (AI0) exist and are finite for all A €

C, UR. Note also that a;,b; € R since ¢(-), c(+,0), and s(-,0) are real functions.
Let us show that a, = 0 if and only if s(z,0) is bounded on R, . Indeed, integrating the
equation
—y"(z) + q(x)y(z) = 0, x>0, (4.17)

and using §'(0,0) = 1, we get
s'(z,0) =1 +/ q(t)s(t,0)dt, x> 0.
0

By ([@I8), ay = 0 exactly when s'(x,0) = o(1) as © — +00. On the other hand, equation (£1I7)
with ¢(+) satisfying (L)) has two linearly independent solutions y;(z) and y»(x) such that (see
[28, Theorem X.17.1])

() =1 ye) =ol);  wale)=z, ) =1, (4.18)

as x — +00. Hence, s(x,0) = c1y1(x)+coya2(z). So we conclude that s'(z,0) = o(1) as x — +o0
if and only if s(-,0) = c1y1(-) € L= (Ry).

Note that ¢(z, A) and s(x, \) are entire functions of A for every x € R, . Combining this fact
with (AI3]), (£I4), and first Helly’s theorem, we obtain that functions (LIH]) are continuous
on C; UR. Due to the assumption s(-,0) ¢ L*(R, ), we have a; # 0. Therefore,

o)) = i;;x(l Fo(l), BN =g+ i2b\/+x(1 +o(1)), (4.19)

14



as A — 0 and (£4) easily follows from (4.6) and (Z.I9).

To complete the proof of (i), it remains to note that a, > 0 since m, € (R).

(77) Let the solution s(x,0) be bounded, i.e., s(-,0) € L>*(R,).

Under condition (Z3), for every \ in the closed upper half plane C, equation ([£2)) has a
solution (called the Jost solution) that admits the representation by means of a transformation
operator preserving asymptotic behavior at infinity (see [50, Lemma 3.1.1], and also [48, Chapter

I, §4])
e(x,\) = eV 4 / K(z, t)e WMXar >0, AeCy, (4.20)

where the kernel K (x,t) satisfies the following estimates for z,t > 0

~ 1 . [fx+t\ ~
K(z,t) < = o)
‘ (x7 )‘ — 2 CUO ( 2 ) € Y

ad@;:/mm@uu &@%:/m&@Mt (4.21)

Note that, e(z, ) = eV 7(1 4 o(1)) as © — +oo. In particular, e(-, \) is the Weyl solution of
#2) if A € C,.. Moreover,

d@m:1+/wﬁuﬁﬁ
is a nontrivial bounded solution of (Z17). HenC: (cf. (@IT)),
e(z,0) = cys(z,0) with (0%) ¢j =—K(0,0) + / K.(0,t)d
and e(0,0) = ¢{s(0,0) = 0. Therefore (see [50, formula (3.2.26)]), (0, A) has the form

e(0,)) = ivVAK (—VX), / K(0,t)d (4.22)

where Kl = fo Ye~®Atdt. Moreover, K, is continuous at zero since K; € LY (R,),

and ¢y := Kl( ) #0 (see the remarks after Eqgs. (3.2.25) and (3.2.27) in [50]). Noting that
¢'(0,0) = ¢;s'(0,0) = ¢, # 0, and taking into account (2.7)), we arrive at the desired relation

e(0,A) VK (0)

) = - = - 1+o(1 A 4.2
m( ) 6’(0, >\) 06 ( + O( ))7 ((C-i- 9) - 07 ( 3)
which proves (i7) with k, = —f{iéo). The inequality k&, > 0 follows from the inclusion m, €
(R). O

Remark 4.1. Note that, if ¢ € L'(R_, (1 + |z|)dx), then the analogous statements are valid
for m_ (with certain constants a_,k_ >0, and b_ € R instead of ay,ky, and by, respectively).

Proposition 4.2. Let (I.8) be fulfilled. Then the operator (4.1) has no real eigenvalues, i.e.,
g,(A)NR = 0.

15



Proof. By (AI8), ker L = {0}. But ker A = ker(JL) =ker L = {0}.

Further, let A > 0 and f(z) € ker(A — \) (the case A < 0 is analogous). Then f € L*(R)
solves (£2) with A > 0. Under assumption (L8]), equation (£2) has two linearly independent
solutions of the form (see [50, Lemma 3.1.1])

+oo ]
er(z,\) = eiﬁz—i-/ K(:E,t)ezﬁtdt,

“+oo

e_(z,\) = e~V I?(x,t)e_iﬁtdt; x>0,

xT

with K satisfying @2I). So f(z) = cieq(z,A) + c_e_(x,A) for > 0 with certain ¢y € C.
Hence ([@21) implies that f(z) ~ ¢ eV 4 c_e V2 as x — +oo (see [50, formula (3.1.20)]).
The latter yields ¢, = ¢ = 0 since f € L*(R). Therefore, f(z) = 0, z > 0. Since f is a
solution of ([£2]), we get f = 0. O

Remark 4.2. Assume that q satisfies (1.8) on Ry and that the minimal symmetric operator
LT associated with the spectral problem

—y"(x) +q(@)y(x) = A y(z), 2=0, y(0)=y'(0)=0,
is nonnegative in L*(R). The Friedrichs (hard) extension LY = (L)* of L. is determined
by the Dirichlet boundary condition at zero (for definitions and basic facts on M.G. Krein’s
extension theory of nonnegative operators see [2, Sec.109]). The corresponding m-coefficient is
m4 () (= —=1/m4(-)). Lemmal[{]] shows that s(-,0) € L®(Ry) exactly when m,(—0) = +o0.
It follows from [}6] (see also [16, Proposition 4]) that m(—0) = +oo holds if and only if LY is
the Krein—von Neumann (soft) extension of L. . The latter means that the operator L. has
a unique nonnegative self-adjoint extension. Thus, Lemmal[{.1| leads to the following criterion :
LP is a unique nonnegative self-adjoint extension of the nonnegative operator L}, if and only

if 5(-,0) € L™®(Ry).

4.2 The case of the nonnegative operator L.

The proof of Theorem [L.T] is contained in this and the next subsections. The most substantial
part, the implication (i7) = (), is given by the following result:

Theorem 4.3. Let A = (sgn x)(—d?/dx* + q(x)) and let q(-) satisfy (L38). If the operator A
is J-nonnegative, then it is similar to a self-adjoint operator.

Proof. Assume that the operator A is J-nonnegative. By Proposition 2.4] o(A) C R. Proposi-
tion 25 implies that oo is a regular critical point of A. Moreover, (L)) implies ker A = {0} (see
Proposition £.2]). Hence the similarity of A is equivalent to the nonsingularity of the critical
point zero of the operator A (see Proposition 2.3]).

By Lemma [T and (2.8)), one of the asymptotic formulas (£4), (43]) holds for the function
m4(A) = M4 (N). And the same is true for m_(\) = —M_(—\). Consider the following four

cases.
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(a) Let the solution s(-,0) of ({{.3) be bounded on R, s(-,0) € L>(R). By Lemma [1] (iii), for
(C4 2)A — 0 we get

M, (\) =ik VA (T4 0(1), M_(A) =k_VX (1+0(1)); ke>0.
Therefore, we obtain as A — 0

Mo\ +M_(\) ik VA + kv
My(\) = M_(N) ik VX — kv

(b) Let s(-,0) ¢ L>*(R,), but s(-,0) € L>°(R_). Then, by Lemma [4.1]

ik ke

(L)

(1+0(1))

My(\) = bi‘ﬁa +o(l)), M-\ =k VA1+0(1); A—0,

where ay > 0, by € R, and k- > 0. Hence we get

Mo(N)+M_(N)  ay +k_vVA(by —iVA)
Mo (A) = M_(N)  ay — k_vVA(by —iVA)

(¢) The case when s(-,0) € L*(R;) and s(-,0) ¢ L*(R_) is similar to (b).
(d) Let s(-,0) ¢ L>*(R;) and s(-,0) ¢ L>*(R_). Then, by Lemma [4.1] (ii), one gets as A — 0

(140(1)) =1+ O(/A]). (4.24)

M) = ag(by — VA (14 0(1)), M-(\) = —a_(b- + VN (1 +o(1)),
where a4+ > 0 and by € R. Hence,
M,(N)+M_(\)—c
M. (V) — M_(N)
ar(bo+ V) —a_(by — V) — c(by —iVA)(b_ + V)
- ap (b 4+ V) +a_(by —ivA)

as A — 0. If by - b_ = 0, then the left part of (£.28) with ¢ = 0 has the asymptotic behavior
similar to one of the cases (a),(b), or (c). Otherwise, we put ¢ := a, by —a_b_" and get

(4.25)

Mo(A)+M_(N) —c  (ar —cby)VA = (a- + b )vV=X
M-I an (VN +a (b + V)

as A — 0. From the above considerations, we conclude that there exists ¢ € R such that ratio
(B3) is bounded in a neighborhood of zero. By Theorem [34] zero is not a singular critical
point of A. Combining this fact with Propositions and 4] we complete the proof of the
similarity of A to a self-adjoint operator. O

(1+0(1)) = O(1)

In passing, we have proved the following fact for any (not necessarily J-nonnegative) oper-
2 . . .
ator (sgn z)(—-L; + ¢(z)) with ¢ satisfying (L8).
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Proposition 4.4. Let A = (sgn x)(—% +q(x)) with q satisfying (I.8). Then there exist c € R
such that ratio (3.3) is bounded in a neighborhood of zero.

Remark 4.3. It should be pointed out that if L is nonnegative, then only the case (d) in
the proof of Theorem [{.3 can be realized. Actually, if s(-,0) € L>®(Ry), then ({-3) yields
(—my(z))™ ' T 400 as x 1 —0. Therefore (—my)~' + (—m_)"" takes positive values on R_.
But L > 0 and Proposition[21 implies (—my) "' 4+ (—=m_)~t € (S71). This contradiction shows
that s(-,0) ¢ L>®(Ry).

4.3 The operator L with negative eigenvalues.

It is known that under condition (L[8)), the negative spectrum of the operator L = JA =
—d?/dz* + q(x) consists of at most finite number x_(L) of simple eigenvalues and (see [8|
Theorem 5.3))

ro(L) <1+ /R |zlg-(z)dz,  q-(x) = (l¢(z)] — q(x))/2.

So Propositions 1.1 and 2.5 of [14] imply that A is a definitizable operator (for the definitions
and basic facts see [30, 47, [14] and [22, Appendix B]). The latter means that p(A) # 0 and
there exists a real polynomial p such that [p(A)f, f] > 0 for all f € dom(A¥), where k = deg p;
the polynomial p is called definitizing. Since xk_(JA) is finite, there is a definitizing polynomial
p of minimal degree and of the form (see [14, Eq. (1.2)])

p(z) = za(2)a(z),  degq < r_(L). (4.26)
The polynomial q(z) is uniquely determined under the assumption that it is monic polynomial
and all its zeros belongs to C; UR. A definitizable operator admits a spectral function E(A)
with, possibly, some critical points (which belong to the set co U {A € R : p(A\) = 0}). The
properties of E(A) similar to that of E(A) from Theorem 2.2
B. Curgus and H. Langer [14] investigated nonreal spectrum of indefinite J-self-adjoint
ordinary differential operators A assuming that 7.4 has a finite number of negative eigenvalues.
The following result follows from [I4, Subsection 1.3].

Proposition 4.5. Let A = (sgn z)(—d?/dz*+q(z)) and g € L' (R, (1+|z|)dx). Let q be defined
by (4.28). Then:

(i) A € R\ {0} is a zero of q() if and only if it is a critical point of A;
in this case, A is also an eigenvalue of A.

(i1) A € Cy (C) is a zero of q(-) (resp., q(7)) if and only if it is a nonreal eigenvalue of A;
in this case, the algebraic multiplicity of X is finite.

Taking Propositions and [£.4] into account, we obtain the following description for essen-
tial and discrete parts of the operator A.

Theorem 4.6. Let A = (sgn z)(—d?/dz* + q(z)) and q(-) satisfy (L8). Then:
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(1) The nonreal spectrum o(A) \ R is finite and consists of eigenvalues of finite algebraic
multiplicity. If A\ € C\ R is an eigenvalue of A, then its algebraic multiplicity is equal to
the multiplicity of Ao as a zero of the holomorphic function M (X)—M_(\). Its geometric
multiplicity equals 1.

(i1) 0p(A) = 0disc(A) = 0(A) \ R, 0es(A) = R, and there exist a skew direct decomposition
L2(R) = $ess + Hadisc such that

A = Aess + Adisca
Aess =A f (dom(A) N f)ess)v Adisc =A f (dom(A) N deisc)v
UdiSC(A) = U(AdiSC) ( = U(A) \R)> UeSS(A) = U(AeSS) (: R)?

the subspace Haisc 15 finite-dimensional.
(171) Aess @s similar to a self-adjoint operator.

Proof. (i) follows from Proposition A5 (i) and [42, Proposition 4.3 (5)].

(17) follows from (i) and Proposition .2 (see e.g. [42, Section 6]). Note only that oe(A) =
Oess(Ap) = R (see e.g. [42] Proposition 4.3 (1)]).

(7ii) The operator A is a definitizable and admits a spectral function E4(A). By Proposition
12 0,(A) NR = 0. So Proposition (i) implies that q has no real zeros and that the only
possible critical points of A are zero and infinity (actually, 0 and oo are critical points). Further,
oo is a regular critical point due to [14, Theorem 3.6]. Using Proposition L4 and arguing as in
the proof of Theorem [3.4], one can prove that zero is not a singular critical point of A. Hence

Aess, the part of A corresponding to the real spectrum, is similar to a self-adjoint operator
T. O

Corollary 4.7. Let A = (sgn z)(—d?/da?® + q(x)) and q(-) satisfy (I.8). Then:

(1) Ao is an eigenvalue of A if and only if it is a zero of q(2)q(Z); moreover, its algebraic

multiplicity coincides with the multiplicity as a zero of q(2)q(Z).
(i1) o(A) C R if and only if A is J-nonnegative.

Proof. (i) Since 0,(A)NR = (), Proposition .5 (i) implies q(0) # 0. It follows from these facts
that equality holds in [14, formula (1.3)]. Combining this and [47, Proposition I1.2.1], we see
that the degree degp of polynomial p(z) = zq(2)q(Z) is greater or equal than 2x_(JA). From
this and ({.20), we obtain degp = 2k_(JA) + 1 and degq = k_(JA). Applying the equality in
[14, formula (1.3)] and [47, Proposition I1.2.1] again, one gets statement (i).

(77) For the case L > 0, see Proposition [Z4l If A is not J-nonnegative, then x_(JA) > 1
and therefore q(-) # 1. So q(-) has at least one zero A\;, which is an eigenvalue of A due to
statement (i) and is nonreal due to Proposition .2 O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem [L.TI

19



Proof of Theorem[I1l Note that the implication (i) = (i) follows from Theorem 3l The
implication (7) = (éi¢) is obvious. To complete the proof it suffices to mention that the
equivalence (i) < (iii) was established in Corollary .7 (ii). O

Recall that the function M, (-) — M_(-) is holomorphic in C \ R. The next result follows
casily from Theorem (.6 (i) and Corollary .7 (i).

Corollary 4.8. Let A = (sgn z)(—d?*/dx* + q(z)) and q(-) satisfy (1.8). Assume also that A
15 not J-nonnegative.

(i) Let {z;}} be the set of nonreal zeros of the function My (-) — M_(-), and let {k;}} be their
multiplicities. Then p = 2 [} (z — 2;)% is a definitizing polynomial of minimal degree for

A.
(i1) A is similar to a normal operator if and only if k; =1 for all 1 < j <n.

Remark 4.4. Under the additional assumption ¢ € L'(R, (1 + |z|?)dx, the equivalence (i) <
(7ii) in Theorem [L1 was proved in [18] by using another approach. Note also that inclusion
0(A) C R was established in [I8, Corollary 4] under the assumption my € (S) (cf. Proposition
(21 of the present paper).

5 Operators with decaying potentials and singular crit-
ical point 0

If r(x) = sgn x, then the operator A defined by (I.2]) is similar to a self-adjoint one whenever
L(= JA) is uniformly positive (see Proposition 2.H). If 0 € 0e(L), then it may occur that 0
is a critical point of A. Sturm-Liouville operators of type —T(;‘)ﬁ with the singular critical
point 0 were constructed in [38]. A J-nonnegative operator of type (sgn z)(—d?/dz* + q(x))
with the singular critical point 0 have not been constructed, but existence of such an operator
was proved in [38, Section 6.2]. The goal of this section is to construct an explicit example of
such type. Our example also shows that condition (L)) in Theorem [T cannot be weaken to
q € L*R, (1 + |z|)dz) with v < 1.

5.1 Example.
Lemma 5.1. Let

X(r/4,400) ()
14+ x—7/4)%

q(x) = —X[o,7/41(x) + 2( r € Ry. (5.1)

Then the function

mo(X) = sin(mvVA 4+ 1/4) /v A + 14+ my(A) cos(mv/ A + 1/4) AeCy, (5.2)

cos(mvV A+ 1/4) — mi(A\)VA + Tsin(mv/A +1/4)
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where

1—iVA
L—ivA— )\

is the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficient of the boundary value problem

—y"(z) + qo(z)y(x) = Ay(x), = >0; ¢'(0)=0. (5.4)

m1(>\) A€ C+, (53)

Proof. Consider the Sturm-Liouville equation

ﬁy(@ = y(z), z>0. (5.5)

—y'(x) +

It is easy to check that fi(z,\) = eV XED (/X 4+ i/(x + 1)) solves (55) and f1(-,\) € L2(R)
for A € C4. Further, f1(0,)) = eV} (VA +4) and f(0,)\) = ¢VX (=X + i\ —i). By (1),
we get that (B.3) is the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficient of (5.5)) associated with the Neumann
boundary condition at zero.

Using (B.]), we obtain that the function

fo@,A) = (fi(0,X) cos((z — )V A+ 1)+
) + (5.6)
filz = 1 )X 400y (@), >0
is the Weyl solution of (5.4 for A € C,. To complete the proof, it remains to substitute (5.6l)
in (2.7]). O
Let us consider the indefinite Sturm-Liouville operator

A= (sgn o) (—d— ; qo<|x\>) . dom(4) = W2(R). (5.7)

dz?
with go defined by (B.1]).
Theorem 5.2. Let A be the operator defined by (5.7) and (51). Then:
(1) A is J-self-adjoint, J-nonnegative, and o(A) C R.
(17) 0 is a simple eigenvalue of A, i.e., its algebraic multiplicity is 1.
(i13) 0 is a singular critical point of A.
(1v) A is not similar to a self-adjoint operator.

Proof. (i) Note that gy is bounded on R. Hence A is J-self-adjoint. Next, we show that the
operator L = JA = —d?/dz* + qo(|z|) is nonnegative. The potential is even, hence, by Lemma
BT my(A) =m_(A\) = mo(A) (see (5.2)). It is easy to see that m, is a Krein-Stieltjes function,
my € (S), since it is analytic and positive on (—o00,0). It is not difficult to see that the latter
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implies my € (S). Proposition 2] yields L > 0. Hence A = JL is J-nonnegative and, by
Proposition 24], o(A) C R.

(17) It is easily seen that limy o Amg(A) = k # 0. So A = 0 is the eigenvalue of the problem
(54). Hence c(z,0)x(z) € L*(Ry). Furthermore, qo(|z|) is even, hence c(z,0)x_(z) € L*(R_)
and c(z,0) € ker L. Since s(z,0) ¢ L*(R), we get ker L = {a ¢(-,0) : a € C}. The equality
ker A = ker L implies 0 € 0,(A).

Further, by (52) and (&3]), we get

mo(A) = %(1 +O0(\)) = (1 + \/L——)\ — ;) (1+O0(A)), |A—0.
Note that M, () = —=M_(—-) = mg(-) since m,(-) = m_(-) = my(-). Hence,
Im(M (iy) + M_(iy)) _ Im mo(iy) _ 1/V2y+1/y /2
M, (iy) — M_(iy)  Re mo(iy)  1+1/y/2y (1+0@) ~ y (5:8)

as y — +0. Combining ([B.4) with [23)), (5.8), and the inequality ||(Ay — iy) || < y~ !, after

simple calculations we arrive at
I(A—iy) I <O~*?),  y—+0.

Therefore, ker A = ker A2. This completes the proof of (i4).

(74i) Combining (B.8) with Theorem (i), we conclude that 0 is a singular critical point
of A.

(iv) follows from Proposition and (7i7). O

5.2 On a question of B. Curgus.

It is known that infinity is a critical point of the operator (L2). Moreover, the results of
[14, B8, 22, 52] shows that the regularity of the critical point oo of a definitizable operator of
type (L2)) depends only on behavior of the weight function r in a neighborhood of its turning
point (in our case, in a neighborhood of z = 0). At 6" Workshop on Operator Theory in
Krein Spaces (TU Berlin, 2006), B.éurgus posed the following problem: does the reqularity of
the critical point zero of a J-nonnegative operator of type (I.3) depend only on behavior of the
coefficients q and r at infinity?

Below we give the negative answer to this question.

Consider the operator

2

A, = (sgn ) (—% 2 f‘if/ﬁ;f) Eﬂ)z) . dom(A) = W2(R).

It is easy to see that A; is J-self-adjoint and J-nonnegative since the potential is bounded
and positive on R. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma [5.I], we obtain that the corresponding
Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients are

L L o sin(ﬂ\/X/Zl)/\/X—i— mi(A) cos(ﬂ\/X/él)
M) = —M-(=4) = ma(d) = cos(mV/A/4) — mi( NV Asin(mv/A/4)
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where my(-) is given by (53). Since my(A) = 14+ O(VA) as A — 0, we easily get my(A) =
(1+7/4+O(VX)) as A — 0. Hence we obtain

_ ‘(1+7r/4)—(1+7r/4) <o
(I+7/4)+ (1 +7/4) ’

LML)+ M_(A)‘
a0 | M (A) = M_())

and, by Theorem [B.4] 0 is not a singular critical point of Aj;.

On the other hand, the operator A considered in the previous subsection is an additive
perturbation of A; by a potential with a compact support. However, 0 is a singular critical
point of A due to Theorem (iii). Thus, the regularity of the critical point zero of operator
([I2) depends not only on behavior of the weight function r, but also on local behavior of the
potential q.

6 Operators with periodic and almost-periodic poten-
tials

Throughout this section we assume r(z) = sgn x, so the operators L and A have the forms
L = —d*/dz* + q(x) and A = (sgn x)L. All the asymptotic formulas in this section are
considered in C,.

6.1 The case of a periodic potential g.

First, we consider the case of 7-periodic potential ¢ € L (R), i.e., g(x + 7T) = ¢(z) a.e. on
R, 7 > 0. It is known that in this case equation (23] is limit point at both +oco and —oco.
Hence, the maximal operator L corresponding to the differential expression —d?/dz?* + q(x) is
self-adjoint in L%(R).

Let ¢(z, A) and s(z, ) be the functions defined by (25)), (2.6). Recall that for any = € R,

c(x, M), s(x,\), d(x,\), and §'(x,\) are entire functions of A, hence so are

TN +5(T.N)
2

and  A_()) = LN =TN (6.1)

AL(N): 5

The function 2A (+) is the trace of the monodromy matrix and it is called Hill’s discriminant

(or the Lyapunov function).
As before, we denote by m4 () (m4 (X)) the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficient for (Z.0) on R4
corresponding to the Dirichlet (Neumann, resp.) boundary condition at 0. Then,

g (N) = —mil( 5= qEA‘(A);ETV AA)*(A) il (6.2)

where the branch of the multifunction /A% (\) — 1 is chosen such that both m4(-) (and so
m(+)) belong to the class (R). For continuous ¢(-), formula (6.2) may be found, e.g., in [56]
Sec.21.2], the proof of (6.2)) for ¢ € L'[0, 7] is the same.
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Lemma 6.1. Let L be a Sturm-Liouville operator with a T -periodic potential q € L;. (R). Let
also Ao := inf o(L). Then:

(i) (=00 <) Ao is a first order zero of Ay (X) —1 and A’ (Ng) <0;
(17) s(7, X)) > 0.

This statement is well known for the case of continuous ¢ (see e.g. [50, Sec.21.4]). For the
case ¢ € L'[0, 7], it can be obtained, e.g., from [60, Sections 12 and 13].

Proof. (ii) follows from [60, Theorem 13.7 (a)].

(1) The proofs of Theorems 12.5 (c), 12.7, and 13.10 in [60] show that A is the first eigenvalue
of the corresponding periodic problem, Ay (Ag) =1, AL (A) > 1 for A < A, and A (\) < 1 for
A— X > 0 small enough. So the order ny, of Ay as a zero of the entire function Ay (\) —1 is an
odd number. Let us show that n), = 1 (and therefore, A’ (\g) < 0). It follows from (6.2]) and
statement (ii) that m, (\) = C| + Cy(X — Ag)™0/? as A — Ao, where C}, O, are real constants
and Cy # 0. So if ny, > 3, then my ¢ (R), a contradiction. O

Proof of Theorem[1.4. Consider the operator L = —d?/dx? + q(x) with a 7-periodic potential
g and assume that A\o(= info(L)) > 0. It follows from (2.8) and (6.2) that Titchmarsh-Weyl
m-coefficients for the operator A = (sgn z)L have the form

s(T,£N)

AL“A>::A_¢tA)¢ A2(£h) 1 (6.3)

By Proposition 23] oo is a regular critical point of A. At the same time, by Proposition
2.5 it suffices to consider only the case \g = 0.

Assuming A\g = 0, consider two cases.

(a) Let A_(0) = 0. Lemma (i) yields that A\g = 0 is a first order zero of the entire
function Ay (A) — 1. By Lemma (ii), s(7,0) > 0 and, therefore, (6.3]) implies

_ S(T.0)(1+0(N) e
= A0 100 T JDeAoTom - iyl tovIL (69

as A — 0, where C} = s(7,0)/4/—2A’ (0) > 0. Substituting (6.4) for M, () in (B.5) with

¢ =0, we see that Theorem [B.4] implies that 0 is not a singular critical point of A.

(b) Suppose A_(0) # 0. Note that A_(\) and A, (A) are real if A € R. Combining (6.3])
with Lemma 6] (ii), we get

Mx(N)

s(7,0)

Mi(\) = 1+O0(VA A—0 6.5
with Cy = /—2A’ (0) > 0. Using Theorem 3.4 with ¢ = 2s(7,0)/A_(0) € R\ {0}, we see

that 0 is not a singular critical point of A.

Thus the operator A is J-nonnegative and has no singular critical points. Moreover, ker A =
ker L, and ker L = {0} since ¢ is 7-periodic (see e.g. [60, Sec.12]). Proposition 2.3 completes
the proof of Theorem .2 O
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Remark 6.1. Let T -periodic functions p, q, and w be such that %D, ¢, w € L (R) and p,w > 0
a.e. on R. Then the operator

1

(Ly)(x) := @ (=(p(2)y'(z)) + q()y(z))

defined on the maximal domain in L*(R,w(x)dx) is self-adjoint and semi-bounded from below.
Moreover, equation (63) and Lemma [61 hold with the same proofs. Therefore the proof of
Theorem [L2 shows that 0 is not a singular critical point of the operator A := (sgn z)L
whenever A is J-nonnegative. If additionally the critical point co is regular, then A is similar
to a self-adjoint operator. For instance, the latter holds if p,% € L>®(=9,9) for certain § > 0
and the function r(x) = (sgn x)w(z) satisfies the conditions of Proposition (i) (see |14,
Sec.3]).

6.2 Infinite-zone and finite-zone potentials.

In this subsection we consider the cases of (real) infinite- and finite-zone potentials.

Following [48], we briefly recall definitions. First note that the spectrum of the operator
L = —d?/dz*+ q(z) with an infinite-zone potential g is absolutely continuous and has the zone
structure, i.e.,

0(L) = 0ac(L) = [pg, pi] U [pf, b U - -+, (6.6)

where {7}6° and {p}}32, are sequences of real numbers such that
fp < b < ph <<y <l <ph < (6.7)

and
lim p% = lim ,ué- = +o00.

J—00 J—00

In the case of a finite-zone potential, the corresponding sequences {uf}(", {u5};L, are finite,
N < 00, the spectrum of L is also absolutely continuous and is given by

U(L) = UaC(L> = [MS, :ull] U [MLH’%] U---uU [:U’?\/'a +OO) : (68)
Let N € Z,. Consider also sets of real numbers {¢;}1 and {¢;}{ such that &; € [u}, pf] and
¢j € {—1,+1} for all j < N. Define polynomials R()), P(\), and Q(X) by
PO =TIL(A=&), RO =\ —pp) T A = i) (A = i), (6.9)
iy —RE
Q) = PN L, wbacey (6.10)

J=1 P'(&)(A=¢;)"

Then there exists (see [48, Lemma 8.1.1]) a real polynomial S(\) of degree deg S = N + 1 such
that

S()‘) = H()‘ _Tj)> To € (—OO,,[LS], Tj € [Mé’alug]a JE {L : "aN}’ (6'11)

J=0
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and the following identity holds
P(A)S(A) — Q*(\) = R(\). (6.12)
According to [48, formulas (8.1.9) and (8.1.10)] the functions

PR
Q) Fiv/R(A)

are the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients corresponding to the Neumann boundary value prob-
lems on R. for some Sturm-Liouville operator L = —d?/dx® + q(x) with a quasi-periodic
potential ¢ = ¢ (see e.g. [48] Sec.10.3]). Here the multifunction /R(-) is considered on C with
cuts along the union of intervals (68). The branch /R(:) of the multifunction is chosen in
such a way that \/R(\g +i0) > 0 for some A\ € (p}y, +00). So both m4(-) belong to the class
(R). In this case the spectrum of L is given by (6.8]).

my(A) ==+ (6.13)

Definition 6.1 ([48]). A real quasi-periodic potential q is called finite-zone if the Titchmarsh-
Weyl m-coefficients my admit the representations (G13).

Note that if the potential ¢ is 7T-periodic and the equation A%(X) = 1 (see (61I)) has a
finite number of simple roots, then ¢ is a finite-zone potential (see [48, Sections 7.4 and 8.1]).
Moreover, in this case p} and p; denote simple roots of A% (X) — 1 = 0 listed in the natural
order. Note also that every finite-zone potential ¢ is bounded and its n-th derivative Cgc—nnq is
bounded on R for any n € N (see [48, Sec.8.3]).

A criterion of the similarity to a self-adjoint operator for (not necessary .J-nonnegative)
operator A = (sgn x)(—d?/dx?*+q(x)) with a finite-zone potential was obtained in [42, Theorems
7.1 and 7.2]. For the case of a J-nonnegative operator A, we present a new simple proof of [42]
Corollary 7.4] based on Theorem [341

Theorem 6.2 ([42]). Let q(x) be a finite-zone potential and uf, > 0. Then the operator A =
(sgn z)(—d?/dz* + q(x)) is similar to a self-adjoint operator.

Proof. Consider the operator L = —d?/dz* + q(x) with a finite-zone potential ¢ and assume
that L > 0. This is equivalent to pg > 0 due to (6.8).

Combining (28] with (6.13) and ([6.12), we get

M) — P(£)) _ QEN +iyREN 6.14)

Q(EX) Fiv/R(EN) SN

It is easy to see that
7
VEA

This implies that the function (M, + M_)(M, — M_)~! is bounded in a certain neighborhood
of 0o. So 0o is a regular critical point due to Theorem [B3.4]

Mi()\) ==+ 1+0M\Y%], AX—=oo, AeC,. (6.15)
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Let us prove that 0 is not a singular critical point. As in the periodic case, we note that 0
is not a critical point if pj > 0. Further, assume that ;i = 0 and consider the cases analogous
to that of the proof of Theorem [L.2.

(a) Let 79 = 0 (= p), where 79 is defined in (6II]). Then R(0) = S(0) = 0, and it follows
from (612) that Q(0) = 0. By definition, P(0) = P(ug) # 0 and, therefore, (6.13]) implies that

N
(64) holds with C = —(Hj-vl_ll;ézj)_m > 0.

(b) Let 79 # 0 (actually, this yields 7y < 0, see (6.11))). Then S(0) # 0. Further, R(0) = 0,
P(0) # 0 and (6.12)) implies that Q(0) # 0. Using the second representation of My (\) from
(614), one can check that

Mi(\) = Cy i CsvVEX+o(|AY?), A —0, (6.16)

where Cy = Q(0)/S(0) € R\ {0} and C3 = |C1/S(0)| > 0.
The arguments of Subsection [6.1] conclude the proof. O

In the proof of Theorem 6.2 we have shown that oo is a regular critical point of A using
the asymptotic formula (6.15]) for My and the regularity condition, Theorem B4l On the other
hand, this fact follows from Proposition 2.5

Now consider infinite sequences {u7}5°, {u5}5°, {&15°, and {¢;}5° such that & € [u}, pf],
¢j € {—1,+1} for all j > 1, and assumptions (6.7)) and inequalities

o - 1
Z,uj(,uj - ,ué) < 00, Z — < 00, (6.17)

j=1 =1 Hi

are fulfilled. For every N € N, put
N &-A — () TN A=l A
gn = Hj:l A fv = (A = pp) Hj:l AT (6.18)
N &/ —In (&) v +E2, (A

En(V) = gv () S SVeagy, () = LOESE (6.19)

It is easy to see from (6.I7) that gy and fy converge uniformly on every compact subset
of C. Denote limy_ gn(A) =: g(N), imy_o fn(A) =t f(A). [48, Theorem 9.1.1] states that
there exist limits limy oo Ax(A) =: A(N), limy o0 kx(A) =: k(A) for all A € C. Moreover, the
functions g, f, h, and k are holomorphic in C.

It follows from [48] Subsection 9.1.2] that the functions

g(N)
k() F i/ f(N)

are the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficients on Ry (corresponding to the Neumann boundary con-
ditions) for some Sturm-Liouville operator L = —d?/dz* + q(x) with a real bounded potential
q(+). The branch 1/ f(-) of the multifunction is chosen such that both m4(-) belong to the class
(R).

my(A) ===+

(6.20)
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Definition 6.2 ([48]). A real potential q is called an infinite-zone potential if the Titchmarsh-
Weyl m-coefficients my admit representations (6.20).

Let ¢ be an infinite-zone potential defined as above. Since ¢ is bounded, the operator
L = —d*/dz* + q(z) is self-adjoint. Its spectrum is given by (6.6). B. Levitan proved that
under the additional condition inf(u’,, — ) > 0, the potential ¢ is almost-periodical (see
[48, Chapter 11]). Note that for a 7-periodic potential ¢ the first inequality in (6.17) implies
q € W2[0,7], and the second inequality in (G.IT) obviously follows from asymptotic formulas
for the periodic (anti-periodic) eigenvalues (see [50], Sec.1.5] for details).

The following theorem is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 6.3. Let L = —d?/dz* + q(x) be a Sturm-Liouville operator with an infinite-zone
potential q. Assume also that the spectrum o(L) satisfies (6.17) and L >0 (i.e., uy, > 0). Then
the operator A = (sgn x)L is similar to a self-adjoint operator.

The asymptotic formula (6.I5]) does not hold true in the infinite-zone case. Therefore, we
use Proposition to prove that oo is a regular critical point. The rest of the proof is also
close to subsection [G.11

Proof. 1t is sufficient to consider the case p; = 0. Recall that the functions g, f, k, and h
defined above are holomorphic in C. Moreover, g and f admit the following representations

N .
)x—,ué-)\—,uj
wpooH

o) = I[85 =]

where the infinite products converge uniformly on all compact subsets of C due to assumptions
([EI7) (see [48, Section 9]). From this and &; > uf =0, j € N, we see that

F0) =0, g(0) £0. (6.21)
It follows from (G.19)) that

A (N)gw(N) — K2 (0) = fv(N) and h(\)g(\) — K*(A) = F(N). (6.22)
As above, the latter yields

g(£N) k(£N) £/ f(E£N)
M) = T i /TN MESYRE (6:23)
(a) Let k(0) = 0. Then (6.21) and the first equality in (6.23)) yield that (€.4]) holds with
Cy = T152, &(TT52 b)) ~1/2 > 0 (as above, the product converges due to (G.IT)).
(b) Let k(0) # 0. Then ([6.22]) and ([6.21]) yield h(0) # 0. Using the second representation of
My (\) from ([623]), we get (6.10) with the constants Cy = k(0)/h(0) € R, C3 = |C/h(0)| > 0.
Theorem B.4] and Proposition complete the proof. O

If the potential ¢ is periodic or finite(infinite)-zone and inf o (L) = 0, it is easy to show that
0 is a critical point of A. So we have proved that 0 is a reqular critical point in these cases.
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7 Operators with nontrivial weights

In this section, we consider the J-self-adjoint operator A of the type (L.2)) assuming that ¢ = 0.
In this case assumption (4] is fulfilled if and only if = ¢ L*(Ry, |r(z)|dx). In the following
w(+) stands for |r(-)|. Let us denote the corresponding operator by
(sgn x) d?
— dom(L,) = 9. 7.1

Note that the operator A, is J-nonnegative. Hence, by Proposition 2.4] the spectrum of A, is
real, 0(A,) C R.

The main aim of this section is to prove Theorem [[L3l But first we need two preparatory
lemmas.

Consider the spectral problem

—y'(x) =Ay(x), =0, ¢(0)=0, (7.2)

A, = —

with a > —1. Denote by z/?*® > € C\ Ry, the branch of the multifunction with cut along
R, such that (—1)Y o) = in/+a),

Lemma 7.1 ([I7)). Let o > —1. Then the function

1 (A +v)
a+2 VT (1 -v)’

is the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficient of the problem (7.3). Here I'() is the classical I'-function.

ma(N) == Ce™ N7, AeCyy v= (7.3)

This result was obtained in [I7] using an explicit form of the Weyl solution of equation (7.2])
(see [32, Part III, equation 2.162 (1a)]). A different and simpler proof of Lemma [[1] was given
in [44] (but without computing C,,).

As a corollary of Lemma [[.T], we obtain a simple proof of [24, Theorem 2.7].

Theorem 7.2 ([24]). Ifw(z) = |z|%, a > —1, then A, is similar to a self-adjoint operator in
L*(R,w(z)dz).
Proof. The operator Ay, is J-self-adjoint since = ¢ L*(Ry, |z|*dz). By Lemma [} we have
M, () = —M_(—-) = mq(-). Hence,
Mi(A)+ M_(A) 14 exp{inv}
Mo(A) —M_(\)  1—exp{inv}’

By Theorem 3.3 Ay« is similar to a self-adjoint operator. O

AeC,. (7.4)

Lemma 7.3. Let a > —1 and let p be a positive function satisfying (1.9) on Ry with ay = «
and certain cy > 0. Let m,(-) be the Titchmarsh-Weyl m-coefficient of the problem

d*y(z ,
- @@, >0 y0)=0. (75)
Then .
me) = O™ (o), A0 v= o
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Proof. Without loss of generality it can be assumed that ¢, = 1.
Let f,(x,\) denote the Weyl solution of (Z.5)) for A € C, (we will write fi(x, A) if p = 1).
It is known (see [32], Part III, equation 2.162 (1la)]) that the general solution of (7.2) is

y(z, \) = er v/ THY 20V A7) + e /THD 20V N2,

where ¢; € C and HY(-) are the Hankel functions (see [59, Sec.3.6]). Moreover (see [59,
Sec.7.2])),if —mr+d <argz <m—9,d >0, then

o \1/2

HOG) = (—) TN (1 L O(Y), 2] — oo (7.6)
w4
o\ M2

HIEQ)(Z) = (—) e_’(z_””/z_”/4)(1+O(z_l)), |z| — 0. (7.7)
w4

Note that (78)-(77) implies fi(z, \) = vz HY (2vv/Az'/?) and
B 43
7z’
where W is the Wronskian W (f, g)(z) := f(x)d'(z) — f'(x)g(x).
Let us consider the Green function

G(xvt; >‘) = Qol(tv A)fl(xv )‘> - QOl(l’, A)fl(tv >‘)

Here @1 = co(\)VZHE (2vv/A2/?) and ¢, is chosen such that W(f1, 1) = 1 (cf. (ZR)). Using
[C0)—([TH), after straightforward calculations we obtain

W(H (2), HP (2)) =

fi(t; ) A2 y1/2 1/2v 1/2v
. < _ — .
G(z,t; \) AN S 4 1) (1 — exp{ix"2u([¢] z|'*)})
Hence, for 0 < z < t,
fit; A) A1/2
: <2 —. .
G(z,t; )\)fl(x; M= Cy YR (7.9)
Consider the following integral equation
+oo
leiX) = Filei )+ X [ () ~ 16 5 Nyt e (7.10)

Using a standard technique (see, for example, [50, Sec.3.1]), one can show that (7.9) and
(L9) imply that the solution of (7I0) exists and is the Weyl solution of ([.5). Denoting

yp(x, N) = fi(z, N\)yp(z, \) in (TI0), one gets

fit; \)
fi(z; A)

Up(r; A) =1+ >\/+Oo [t]*(p(t) — 1)G(x,t; \) Up(t, N)dt. (7.11)
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Combining (ZIT)) with (7Z.9) and (L9), we arrive at

fp(0,X) = f1(0, \)(1 + o(1)), A — 0. (7.12)
Analogously one obtains

fp(0,A) = f1(0, M) (1 +o(1)), A—0. (7.13)
Combining (C12), (CI3) with (21), we obtain

_ _fp(()?)‘) _ _fl(()?)‘) 0 —m 0 N
me0) =23 = gy ) =maa o), A=

Proof of Theorem[I.3. (i) By (L9) and Lemma [T3] we obtain

My(A) = my(N) =Cp ™ (e N (1 +0(1)),
M-(N) = —m_(=\)=0C,_(c.\)" (1+0(1)), A—0, MeC,,

where vy = 1/(2+ a4) and ¢ > 0. Therefore,

M+ () + M_()) ' _ ‘Ce ()™ = Cr (e N o] Ao

M+ —M-(N|  |Co e (N7 +Cy (e N

Hence (M + (A) + M_(X\) (M + (A\) — M_()\))"" is bounded in a neighborhood of 0. Thus, by
Theorem B.4], 0 is not a singular critical point of A,,.

(it) Condition (L9) implies that w ¢ L'(Ry). Hence ker A, = {0}. Combining (i) with
Propositions and 2.3, we obtain the similarity of A, to a self-adjoint operator. O

Remark 7.1. Using another approach, M.M. Faddeev and R.G. Shterenberg proved the simi-
larity of A, to a self-adjoint operator under additional rather strong assumptions on the weight
w (see [19, Theorem 7]). We avoid these difficulties using the spectral theory of J-nonnegative
operators.
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